
 

The mission of the City of Sedona government is to provide exemplary municipal services 
that are consistent with our values, history, culture and unique beauty. 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING TUESDAY, JUNE 8, 2021 

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER S 

102 ROADRUNNER DRIVE, SEDONA, AZ  

 

 

AGENDA   4:30 P.M. 
NOTES:  

• Public Forum: 
Comments are generally limited to 3 
minutes. 

• Consent Items: 
Items listed under Consent Items 
have been distributed to Council 
Members in advance for study and 

will be enacted by one motion.  Any 
member of the Council, staff or the 
public may remove an item from the 

Consent Items for discussion.  Items 
removed from the Consent Items 
may be acted upon before 

proceeding to the next agenda item. 

• Meeting room is wheelchair 
accessible. American Disabilities Act 
(ADA) accommodations are available 

upon request. Please phone 928-282-
3113 at least two (2) business days in 
advance. 

• City Council Meeting Agenda Packets 

are available on the City’s website at: 

www.SedonaAZ .gov 

GUIDELINES FOR 

PUBLIC COMMENT 

PURPOSE: 

• To allow the public to provide 
input to the City Council on a 

particular subject scheduled on the 
agenda. 

• This is not a question/answer 
session. 

PROCEDURES: 

• It is strongly encouraged that 

public input on agenda items 
be submitted by sending an 
email to the City Clerk at 

sirvine@sedonaaz.gov in 
advance of the 4:30 p.m. Call 
To Order. 

• Fill out a “Comment Card” and 

deliver it to the City Clerk. 

• When recognized, use the podium/
microphone. 

• State your: 

1.  Name and 

2.  City of Residence 

• Limit comments to  
3 MINUTES. 

• Submit written comments to the 
City Clerk. 

DUE TO CONTINUED PRECAUTIONS RELATED TO COVID-19, SEATING FOR THE PUBLIC WITHIN THE 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS IS VERY LIMITED. THOSE WISHING TO COMMENT ON SCHEDULED AGENDA ITEMS 

MAY BE ASKED TO WAIT OUTDOORS OR IN AN ALTERNATE LOCATION IF THERE IS NOT ADEQUATE 

SEATING IN COUNCIL CHAMBERS. COMMENTS IN ADVANCE OF THE 4:30 P.M. CALL TO ORDER ARE 

STRONGLY ENCOURAGED BY SENDING AN EMAIL TO SIRVINE@SEDONAAZ.GOV AND WILL BE MADE 

PART OF THE OFFICIAL MEETING RECORD. THE MEETING CAN BE VIEWED LIVE ON THE CITY’S 

WEBSITE AT WWW.SEDONAAZ.GOV OR ON CABLE CHANNEL 4. 

 

 1.  CALL TO ORDER/PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE/MOMENT OF SILENCE/ROLL CALL  

 2.  CITY’S VISION  

 3.  CONSENT ITEMS - APPROVE                                    LINK TO DOCUMENT =  

a. Minutes - May 25, 2021 City Council Regular Meeting. 

b. Minutes - May 26, 2021 City Council Special Meeting. 

c. AB 2688 Approval of the renewal of undercover license plates for existing 

undercover vehicles. 

 

 

 

 4.  APPOINTMENTS  

a. AB 2684 Discussion/possible action regarding the appointment of Planning & 

Zoning Commissioner. 

b. AB 2687 Discussion/possible action regarding the appointment of Public Safety 

Personnel Retirement System (PSPRS) Local Board Member. 

 

 

 

 5.  SUMMARY OF CURRENT EVENTS BY MAYOR/COUNCILORS/CITY MANAGER  

 6.  PUBLIC FORUM 
(This is the time for the public to comment on matters not listed on the agenda. The City Council may not discuss items that are not 

specifically identified on the agenda. Therefore, pursuant to A.R.S. § 38-431.01(H), action taken as a result of public comment will be 

limited to directing staff to study the matter, responding to any criticism, or scheduling the matter for further consideration and 

decision at a later date.) 

 

 7.  PROCLAMATIONS, RECOGNITIONS & AWARDS - None.  

 8.  REGULAR BUSINESS  

a. AB 2679 Public hearing/discussion/possible action regarding approval of a 
Resolution and Ordinance amending the text of the Sedona Land Development 
Code (LDC). The proposed text amendments include typographical and clerical 
corrections, changes for clarity, elimination of redundancies, and other more 
substantive revisions to better reflect the intent of the LDC and goals of the 

Sedona Community Plan. Case Number: PZ 21-00004 (LDC Revisions). 

b. AB 2646 Discussion/possible direction/action regarding proposed State 

legislation and the State budget and its potential impact on the City of Sedona. 

c. AB 2571 Discussion/possible direction regarding issues surrounding the 

COVID-19 pandemic and the City's response. 

d. Reports/discussion regarding Council assignments. 

e. Discussion/possible action regarding future meeting/agenda items. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
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The mission of the City of Sedona government is to provide exemplary municipal services 
that are consistent with our values, history, culture and unique beauty. 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING TUESDAY, JUNE 8, 2021 

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER S 

102 ROADRUNNER DRIVE, SEDONA, AZ  

 

 

AGENDA   4:30 P.M. 
 Page 2, City Council Meeting Agenda Continued 

 9. EXECUTIVE SESSION 

If an Executive Session is necessary, it will be held in the Vultee Conference Room at 106 
Roadrunner Drive.  Upon a public majority vote of the members constituting a quorum, the 
Council may hold an Executive Session that is not open to the public for the following 

purposes: 

a. To consult with legal counsel for advice on matters listed on this agenda per A.R.S. § 

38-431.03(A)(3). 

b. Return to open session. Discussion/possible action on executive session items. 

10.    ADJOURNMENT 

Posted: 06/03/2021  _________________________________________ 

By: DJ Susan L. Irvine, CMC 
City Clerk 

Note: Pursuant to A.R.S. § 38-431.02 notice is hereby given to the members of the City Council and to the general 
public that the Council will hold the above open meeting. Members of the City Council will attend either in person or by 
telephone, video, or internet communications. The Council may vote to go into executive session on any agenda item, 
pursuant to A.R.S. § 38-431.03(A)(3) and (4) for discussion and consultation for legal advice with the City Attorney.  
Because various other commissions, committees and/or boards may speak at Council meetings, notice is also given 

that four or more members of these other City commissions, boards, or committees may be in attendance. 

A copy of the packet with materials relating to the agenda items is typically available for review by the public in the 
Clerk's office after 1:00 p.m. the Thursday prior to the Council meeting and on the City's website at 
www.SedonaAZ.gov. The Council Chambers is accessible to people with disabilities, in compliance with the Federal 
504 and ADA laws. Those with needs for special typeface print, may request these at the Clerk’s Office. All requests 

should be made forty-eight hours prior to the meeting. 
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Sedona City Council 
Regular Meeting 

Tuesday, May 25, 2021 
4:30 p.m. 

1 

Action Minutes 
Regular City Council Meeting 

City Council Chambers, Sedona City Hall, 
102 Roadrunner Drive, Sedona, Arizona 

Tuesday, May 25, 2021, 4:30 p.m. 
 
1. Call to Order/Pledge of Allegiance/Moment of Silence/Roll Call 
Mayor Moriarty called the meeting to order at 4:31 p.m. 
Council Present: Mayor Sandy Moriarty, Vice Mayor Scott Jablow, Councilor Kathy 
Kinsella, Councilor Tom Lamkin, Councilor Holli Ploog, Councilor Jon Thompson, 
Councilor Jessica Williamson. 
Staff Present: City Manager Karen Osburn, Deputy City Manager Joanne Keene, City 
Attorney Kurt Christianson, Director of Public Works/City Engineer Andy Dickey, 
Associate Engineer Bob Welch, Chief of Police Charles Husted, Lieutenant Stephanie 
Foley, Director of Financial Services Cherie Wright, City Clerk Susan Irvine. 
2. City’s Vision 
The Mayor read the City’s Vision. 
3. Consent Items 
a. Minutes - May 11, 2021 City Council Regular Meeting. 
b. Minutes - May 12, 2021 City Council Special Meeting. 
c. AB 2680 Approval of a Resolution appointing the City of Sedona Finance 

Director as Chief Fiscal Officer of the City for the purpose of submitting the 
annual expenditure limitation report to the Arizona Auditor General’s Office. 

d. AB 2686 Approval of a Construction Manager at Risk (CMAR) for Design 
Phase Services for the Uptown Sedona Parking Garage Project with 
McCarthy Building Companies, Inc. in an amount not-to-exceed $166,374. 

Item 3a was pulled at the request of Councilor Kinsella. 
Motion: Councilor Kinsella moved to approve consent items 3b, 3c, and 3d. 
Seconded by Councilor Williamson. Vote: Motion carried unanimously with seven 
(7) in favor (Moriarty, Jablow, Kinsella, Lamkin, Ploog, Thompson, Williamson) and 
zero (0) opposed. 
Pulled Consent Item: 
3a - Minutes - May 11, 2021 City Council Regular Meeting. 
Councilor Kinsella requested that the minutes be edited under item 8a to reflect that she 
objected to the use of the Ranger Station on Brewer Road. 
Motion: Councilor Kinsella moved to approve consent items 3a as amended. 
Seconded by Vice Mayor Jablow. Vote: Motion carried unanimously with seven (7) 
in favor (Moriarty, Jablow, Kinsella, Lamkin, Ploog, Thompson, Williamson) and 
zero (0) opposed. 
4. Appointments – None. 
5. Summary of Current Events by Mayor/Councilors/City Manager 
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Sedona City Council 
Regular Meeting 

Tuesday, May 25, 2021 
4:30 p.m. 

2 

Vice Mayor Jablow advised that Chief Husted has been accepted to the FBI’s Leadership 
Academy and congratulated him on this prestigious opportunity. Councilor Lamkin stated 
that the concert at Posse Grounds Park was nice and well attended. The 5-mile run on 
Saturday was very successful. Karen Osburn introduced Deputy City Manager Joanne 
Keene to the City Council and welcomed her to the team. 
6. Public Forum 
Stephanie Schmid, Sedona, spoke on behalf of the Sedona Swim Team and gave a brief 
history of the organization. She requested that the City Manager reevaluate items related 
to their summer 2021 contract. She requested an extra hour for swim team time from 
7:00-8:00 a.m. Monday-Friday; she asked that the Sedona swim meet in early June be 
reconsidered with proper COVID protocols in place; and she requested that the showers 
be turned back on. 
Cova Orent, Rimrock, spoke about the funding for the garage in Uptown and felt that it 
would negatively impact the affordability and availability of housing in Sedona. She asked 
that Council reconsider the legacy they would leave through the decisions they are 
making. 
7. Proclamations, Recognitions, and Awards – None. 
8. Regular Business 
a. AB 2669 Presentation/discussion by Arizona Public Service (APS) regarding 

their fire mitigation efforts and summer readiness program. 
Presentation by Mackenzie Rodgers, APS NW Division Director. 
Questions and comments from Council. 
Presentation and discussion only. 
b. AB  2464 Discussion/possible action to approve the publication of a Notice 

of Intention to Increase Wastewater Rates in accordance with A.R.S. § 9-
511.01 and to set a public hearing date at which time Council will consider 
adoption of a final ordinance changing the City's wastewater capacity fee 
rates and rate structure. 

Presentation by Cherie Wright, and Willdan Consultants Kevin Burnett and Pat Walker. 
Questions and comments from Council. 
Motion: Councilor Thompson moved to approve a Notice of Intention to Increase 
Wastewater Rates for Capacity Fees and set a future public hearing date for not 
later than July 27, 2021. Seconded by Councilor Kinsella. Vote: Motion carried 
unanimously with seven (7) in favor (Moriarty, Jablow, Kinsella, Lamkin, Ploog, 
Thompson, Williamson) and zero (0) opposed. 
c. AB 2683 Discussion/possible action regarding the use of FY21 Sedona 

Chamber of Commerce and Tourism Bureau (SCC&TB) contract contingency 
funds in the approximate amount of $296,000 to pay off the real property 
owned by the SCC&TB at 401 Jordan Road, SCC&TB’s transfer of ownership 
of the property to the City, and authorization of a budget transfer from 
contingency. 
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Tuesday, May 25, 2021 
4:30 p.m. 

3 

Presentation by Karen Osburn. 
Questions and comments from Council. 
Motion: Councilor Williamson moved to approve the use of unspent Sedona 
Chamber of Commerce and Tourism Bureau (SCC&TB) FY21 contract contingency 
funds, in the approximate amount of $296,000, to pay off the real property owned 
by the SCC&TB at 401 Jordan Road, and to execute the necessary legal documents 
to transfer ownership from SCC&TB to the City of Sedona. Seconded by Vice Mayor 
Jablow. Vote: Motion carried unanimously with seven (7) in favor (Moriarty, Jablow, 
Kinsella, Lamkin, Ploog, Thompson, Williamson) and zero (0) opposed. 
Motion: Councilor Williamson moved to approve a budget transfer of $296,000 from 
the contingency account to the Tourism Management & Development program in 
the City Manager’s Office budget. Seconded by Councilor Ploog. Vote: Motion 
carried unanimously with seven (7) in favor (Moriarty, Jablow, Kinsella, Lamkin, 
Ploog, Thompson, Williamson) and zero (0) opposed. 
d. AB 2685 Discussion/possible action regarding approval of a Parking 

Agreement and Residential Lease Agreement between the City of Sedona 
and Arizona Safari Jeep Tours, LLC. 

Presentation by Andy Dickey and Dave Swartwout owner of Arizona Safari Jeep Tours, 
LLC. 
Questions and comments from Council. 
Motion: Councilor Kinsella moved to approve the Parking and Residential Lease 
Agreements allowing Safari to utilize 215 W SR 89A, and 65 and 121 Brewer Road 
as specified in the agreement and not to exceed 30 vehicles for parking use on a 
short-term basis through December 31, 2021 with the option for month-to-month 
renewals not to exceed 6 months. Seconded by Vice Mayor Jablow. Vote: Motion 
carried unanimously with seven (7) in favor (Moriarty, Jablow, Kinsella, Lamkin, 
Ploog, Thompson, Williamson) and zero (0) opposed. 
e. AB 2646 Discussion/possible direction/action regarding proposed State 

legislation and State budget and its potential impact on the City of Sedona. 
Presentation by Kurt Christianson. 
Questions and comments from Council. 
By majority consensus, Council directed the City Attorney to register opposition 
to HB 2900 and SB 1828 which relate to the flat income tax rate. 
f. AB 2571 Discussion/possible direction regarding issues surrounding the 

COVID-19 pandemic and the City's response. 
Presentation by Karen Osburn. 
Questions and comments from Council. 
By majority consensus, Council agreed that the Mayor’s Emergency Proclamation 
should be rescinded. They also concurred that they should return to the dais 
without masks or plexiglass but would wear masks if someone made that request. 
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g. Reports/discussion regarding Council assignments 
Councilor Williamson advised that the Library is having their own beer brewed by a local 
brewery and will get a portion of the sale proceeds. They are also looking to have their 
own wine as well. Councilor Lamkin will be attending a Coconino Plateau Watershed 
meeting on Friday. 
h. Discussion/possible action regarding future meeting/agenda items. 
Mayor Moriarty advised that there is a work session tomorrow at 3:00 p.m. 
9. Executive Session 
Upon a public majority vote of the members constituting a quorum, the Council 
may hold an Executive Session that is not open to the public for the following 
purposes: 
a. To consult with legal counsel for advice on matters listed on this agenda per 

A.R.S. § 38-431.03(A)(3). 
b. Return to open session. Discussion/possible action on executive session 

items. 
No Executive Session was held. 
10. Adjournment 
Mayor Moriarty adjourned the meeting at 6:36 p.m. without objection. 
I certify that the above are the true and correct actions of the Regular City Council 
Meeting held on May 25, 2021. 
 
 
________________________________________ _______________________ 
Susan L. Irvine, CMC, City Clerk  Date 
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Sedona City Council 
Special Meeting 

Wednesday, May 26, 2021 
3:00 p.m. 

1 

Action Minutes 
Special City Council Meeting 

City Council Chambers, Sedona City Hall, 
102 Roadrunner Drive, Sedona, Arizona 

Wednesday, May 26, 2021, 3:00 p.m. 
 

1. Call to Order/Pledge of Allegiance/Moment of Silence 
Mayor Moriarty called the meeting to order at 3:00 p.m. 
2. Roll Call 
Council Present: Mayor Sandy Moriarty, Vice Mayor Scott Jablow, Councilor Kathy 
Kinsella, Councilor Tom Lamkin, Councilor Holli Ploog, Councilor Jon Thompson, 
Councilor Jessica Williamson. 
Staff Present: City Manager Karen Osburn, Deputy City Manager Joanne Keene, City 
Attorney Kurt Christianson, City Clerk Susan Irvine, Deputy City Clerk Cherise Fullbright. 
3. Special Business 
a. AB 2674 Discussion/possible direction regarding the Sedona Chamber of 

Commerce and Tourism Bureau’s (SCC&TB) workplan and budget for FY22. 
Presentation by Karen Osburn, SCC&TB President & CEO Candace Carr Strauss, 
SCC&TB Director of Marketing Michelle Conway, and SCC&TB Finance Director Gary 
Stewart. 
Questions and comments from Council. 
Opened to the public at 5:58 p.m. 
The following spoke regarding this item: Robert Pifke, Sedona, Alfred Schroeder, 
Sedona, Debra Stangl, Sedona. 
Brought back to Council at 6:06 p.m. 
Break at 6:06 p.m. Reconvened at 6:16 p.m. 
Additional questions and comments from Council. 
By majority consensus, Council agreed that the budget should come back in July 
after the City Manager has worked with the SCC&TB President & CEO to 
recommend and make changes consistent with today’s discussion.  
b. Discussion/possible action regarding future meetings/agenda items. 
Mayor Moriarty stated that budget meetings will be taking place on June 2nd and 3rd. 
4. Executive Session 
Upon a public majority vote of the members constituting a quorum, the Council may hold 
an Executive Session that is not open to the public for the following purposes: 
a. To consult with legal counsel for advice on matters listed on this agenda 

per A.R.S. § 38-431.03(A)(3). 
b. Return to open session.  Discussion/possible action on executive session 

items. 
No Executive Session was held. 
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5. Adjournment 
Mayor Moriarty adjourned the meeting at 7:35 p.m. without objection. 
I certify that the above are the true and correct actions of the Special City Council 
Meeting held on May 26, 2021. 

 
 
 
_____________________________________  __________________________ 
Cherise Fullbright, Deputy City Clerk   Date 
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CITY COUNCIL 
AGENDA BILL  

AB 2688 
June 8, 2021 

Consent Items 
 

Agenda Item: 3c 
Proposed Action & Subject: Approval of the renewal of the existing undercover license 
plates for undercover vehicles. 

 

Department Police Department 

Time to Present 
Total Time for Item 

N/A 

Other Council Meetings June 13, 2012; May 28, 2013; June 10, 2014; June 9, 2015; 
June 14, 2016; June 13, 2017; June 12, 2018; May 28, 2019; 
July 14, 2020 

Exhibits None 

City Attorney 
Approval Reviewed 6/1/21 KWC 

 Expenditure Required  

$ 0 

City Manager’s 
Recommendation 

Approve the renewal of 
the existing undercover 
license plates as listed. 

Amount Budgeted  

$ 0 
Account No. 
(Description) 

N/A 

Finance 
Approval 

 

SUMMARY STATEMENT 
 
Background: In adherence to Arizona Revised Statutes (A.R.S.) § 38-538.03, an exemption 
approval from the Governor or relevant agency governing body is required each year for 
vehicles issued plates under the provisions of A.R.S § 28-2511(A) or (E) regardless of the 
vehicle’s tab expiration date. This is the annual renewal for four current vehicles in the program. 
The list of vehicles by year, make, model, and VIN has been prepared and will be available for 
review in the Chief of Police Executive Assistant’s office. 
Community Plan Consistent: Yes - No - Not Applicable 
Board/Commission Recommendation: Applicable - Not Applicable 
Alternative(s): N/A 
 

MOTION 

I move to: approve the renewal of the existing undercover license plates for the undercover 
vehicles. 
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CITY COUNCIL 
AGENDA BILL  

AB 2684  
June 8, 2021 

Appointments 
 

Agenda Item: 4a 
Proposed Action & Subject:  Discussion/possible action regarding the appointment of a 
Planning & Zoning Commissioner. 

 

Department City Clerk 

Time to Present 
Total Time for Item 

2 minutes 
 5 minutes 

Other Council Meetings N/A 

Exhibits A. Applications 

 

City Attorney 
Approval Reviewed 6/1/21 KWC 

 Expenditure Required  

$ 0 

City Manager’s 
Recommendation 

Appoint Sarah Wiehl to 
a seat on the Planning 
& Zoning Commission 
as recommended. 

Amount Budgeted  

$ 0 
Account No. 
(Description) 

N/A 

Finance 
Approval 

 

SUMMARY STATEMENT 
 
Background: The Planning & Zoning Commission advertised seeking an applicant to fill one 
(1) open seat on the Commission with an application deadline of April 29, 2021. The vacancy 
is the result of the resignation of Eric Brandt on April 1, 2021. A total of two (2) applications 
were received for the vacancy. 
The Selection Committee made up of Mayor Sandy Moriarty, Vice Mayor Scott Jablow, and 
Chair Kathy Levin interviewed the applicants on May 26, 2021 and unanimously recommended 
the appointment of Sarah Wiehl to a seat on the Planning & Zoning Commission. The term will 
begin immediately and end October 31, 2022 or until a successor is appointed, whichever is 
later. 

 Community Plan Compliant: Yes - No - Not Applicable 
 
Board/Commission Recommendation: Applicable - Not Applicable 

 
Alternative(s): Council may request that the vacancies be reposted. 
 
MOTION 
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I move to: appoint Sarah Wiehl to a seat on the Planning & Zoning Commission with a term 
beginning immediately and ending October 31, 2022 or until a successor is 
appointed, whichever is later. 
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CITY COUNCIL 
AGENDA BILL  

AB 2687  
June 8, 2021 

Appointments 
 

Agenda Item: 4b 
Proposed Action & Subject:  Discussion/possible action regarding the appointment of a 
board member to the Public Safety Personnel Retirement System (PSPRS) Board. 

 

Department City Clerk 

Time to Present 
Total Time for Item 

2 minutes 
 5 minutes 

Other Council Meetings N/A 

Exhibits A. Applications 

City Attorney 
Approval  Reviewed 6/1/21 KWC 

 Expenditure Required  

$ 0 

City Manager’s 
Recommendation 

Appoint Anne E. 
Khoury to the Public 
Safety Personnel 
Retirement System 
(PSPRS) Board as 
recommended. 

Amount Budgeted  

$ 0 
Account No. 
(Description) 

N/A 

Finance 
Approval 

 

SUMMARY STATEMENT 

Background: The Public Safety Personnel Retirement System (PSPRS) Board advertised 
seeking applicants to fill one (1) seat on the Board with an application deadline of January 28, 
2021. Having received no applications, the deadline was extended to remain open until filled. 
The open seat was due to the resignation of a board member. A total of three (3) applications 
were received for this vacancy. 
The Selection Committee made up of Mayor Sandy Moriarty, Vice Mayor Scott Jablow, and 
PSPRS Board Chairman Kathy Kinsella interviewed the applicants on May 26, 2021 and 
recommended the appointment of Anne E. Khoury to the open seat on the Public Safety 
Personnel Retirement System (PSPRS) Board. This term will begin immediately and end April 
24, 2023 or until a successor is appointed, whichever is later. 
Community Plan Compliant: Yes - No - Not Applicable 
Board/Commission Recommendation: Applicable - Not Applicable 
Alternative(s): Council may request that the vacancy be reposted. 
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MOTION 

I move to: appoint Anne E. Khoury to the Public Safety Personnel Retirement System 
(PSPRS) Board with a term beginning immediately and ending April 24, 2023 or 
until a successor is appointed, whichever is later. 
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CITY COUNCIL 
AGENDA BILL  

AB 2679 
June 8, 2021 

Regular Business 
 

Agenda Item: 8a 

Proposed Action & Subject: Public hearing/discussion/possible action regarding 
approval of a Resolution and Ordinance amending the text of the Sedona Land 
Development Code (LDC). The proposed text amendments include typographical and 
clerical corrections, changes for clarity, elimination of redundancies, and other more 
substantive revisions to better reflect the intent of the LDC and goals of the Sedona 
Community Plan. Case Number: PZ 21-00004 (LDC Revisions). 

 

Department Community Development 

Time to Present 
Total Time for Item  

15 minutes 
1 hour 

Other Council Meetings N/A 

Exhibits A. Proposed revisions to the LDC 
B. Resolution 
C. Ordinance 
D. Public Comments 
E. Planning and Zoning Commission meeting minutes 5-4-21 

City Attorney 
Approval Reviewed 6/1/21 KWC 

 Expenditure Required  

$ 0 

City Manager’s 
Recommendation 

Approve the updates to 
the LDC as 
recommended by the 
Planning and Zoning 
Commission. 

Amount Budgeted  

$ 0 
Account No. 
(Description) 

N/A 

Finance 
Approval 

 

SUMMARY STATEMENT 
This agenda item provides for a public hearing and an opportunity for discussion/possible 
action regarding revisions to the Land Development Code (LDC) as recommended by the 
Planning and Zoning Commission (Commission). The proposed revisions to the LDC are 
summarized in Exhibit A. 
Background: The new LDC was adopted in November 2018 following a two-year update 
process. The LDC update was the first comprehensive overhaul of the document since 1994 
and represented a significant improvement over the previous Code. As thorough as the LDC 
review process was, staff understood that additional improvements and revisions would need 
to be made given the huge scope of the document. Staff therefore began keeping a list of 
proposed revisions, mostly for purposes of clarification, to bring back to the Commission and 
Council for approval. In September and October 2019, staff brought the first series of revisions 
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to the Commission and Council. In July and September 2020, a second series of revisions 
went to the Commission and Council. This third series of proposed revisions also reflect staff’s 
experience in working with and applying the Code over the last 2½ years. 
The revisions in Exhibit A are organized by Article and Section in the same order as the LDC 
and are numbered 1-31. An explanation of the purpose of the proposed change is also 
provided. In the right column, is a link to the corresponding LDC section. 
Section 8.6.C.4. of the LDC provides approval criteria for text amendments to the LDC. The 
criteria state that the Planning Commission and City Council shall consider whether and to 
what extent the proposed amendment: 

a. Is consistent with the Sedona Community Plan, Community Focus Area Plans, other 
adopted plans, and other City policies;  

b. Does not conflict with other provisions of the LDC or other provisions in the Sedona 
Municipal Code;  

c. Is necessary to address a demonstrated community need; 
d. Is necessary to respond to substantial changes in conditions and/or policy; and 
e. Is consistent with the general purpose and intent of the LDC. 

Most of the proposed amendments are for clarity, correction, or to provide consistency 
between the Code requirements and intent (e.g. a parcel that backs up to a State highway 
maybe shouldn’t be considered a double-frontage lot). Several other changes are in response 
to staff’s experience in working with the Code. A couple of changes are proposed as updates 
and a few are in response to new conditions. All of these changes are consistent with criteria 
“b” and “e”: they are consistent with the general purpose and intent of the LDC as well as 
adopted plans and policies and do not conflict with other LDC provisions. The other criteria are 
not specifically applicable in nearly all of these proposed changes. In at least one proposed 
change, additional criteria apply. For example, item #4 in the attached revisions is consistent 
with criteria a, b, c, d, and e. 
An example of proposed changes in response to staff’s experience in working with the Code 
can be found in the series of changes in items #7, 8, 11, 16, and 17. In this series of changes, 
landscaping or dense live plant material would no longer be permitted for screening purposes 
except on a case-by case approval by the Director where it could provide the same level of 
screening as a fence or wall (e.g. existing, mature trees). Using vegetation for screening, such 
as screening of vehicles from the highway, has generally not worked very well, since newly-
planted vegetation is typically not dense enough to provide adequate screening. 
In an example of responding to new conditions (#12), a change was proposed in response to 
recent City Code changes regarding screening of trash containers, which caused staff to 
review the location and screening requirements. The existing City Code language in Section 
8.05.080A.2. states that all solid waste and recycling containers be stored, between collection 
days, on the private premises or business establishment in a manner that minimizes the 
containers visibility. This could be inside a garage, behind a fence, vegetation or other 
screening in a side yard or otherwise obscured from view from a public street. Since the LDC 
does not currently address screening of trash containers in residential zones, staff had 
proposed that trash containers be considered as outside storage and be screened accordingly. 
This would mean that, when not being placed out for collection, trash containers would have 
to be located between the house and the rear property line or interior side property line and 
completely screened. However, based on public comment and Commissioners’ own concerns, 

Page 41



 
Page 3 

the Commission believed that the existing City Code language is sufficient to ensure 
appropriate screening of trash containers and thus did not recommend this proposed change. 
The other example, given in response to new conditions, is in Item #4. Staff had proposed that 
non-residential uses, such as churches or schools, within residential zones, could use their 
parking for overflow parking at trailheads. At least one church had offered to let its parking 
area be used for this purpose, but there is no provision in the Code that would allow it. Staff 
had proposed that such parking be allowed as an accessory use which would not involve 
further review should a church decide to allow their parking areas to be used in this manner. 
Staff received significant public response in opposition to this proposal. This represents the 
majority of the public comment in Exhibit D. Based on the public concerns expressed, the 
Commission ultimately recommended that a Conditional Use Permit be required instead so 
that, if a church wanted to use their parking for trailhead parking, they would need to apply for 
a Conditional Use Permit that would include a staff review and public hearing with the 
Commission who would make a decision that would also include specific conditions for the 
parking. 
Although not included in the Commission’s recommendations, staff recommends that specific 
conditions be added to the proposed new Subsection 3.4.D.7., possibly including the following 
language: 
In addition to any other conditions required by the Conditional Use Permit, Parking Facilities 
shall include: 

a. Provisions for restroom facilities 
b. A traffic control plan and signage 
c. Management of trash pickup 
d. Hours of operation 
e. Evaluation of possible implementation of shuttle service. 
f. Any other conditions deemed necessary to mitigate impacts on the residential area 

Community Plan Consistent: Yes - No - Not Applicable 
The update of the LDC is one of the top five priority land use actions in the Sedona Community 
Plan. Revisions to the LDC are consistent with this priority action. 
Board/Commission Recommendation: Applicable - Not Applicable 
On May 4, 2021, the Planning and Zoning Commission, in a 4-0 vote (Commissioners Braam 
and Zonakis excused and one vacancy), recommended City Council approval of Case Number 
PZ 21-00004 (LDC Revisions), with changes noted in red in Exhibit A and consistent with the 
approval criteria in Section 8.6.C.4. of the LDC. Item #12 has been deleted from the 
recommended changes. 
Alternative(s): Council could choose to defer action pending further review. 

MOTION 

I move to: approve Resolution 2021-__ establishing as a public record “Exhibit A – June 8, 
2021 Proposed Land Development Code Revisions”. 

After first reading 

I move to: approve Ordinance 2021-__, consistent with the approval criteria in Section 
8.6.C.4. of the LDC, amending the LDC, adopting by reference that document 
known as “Exhibit A – June 8, 2021 Proposed Land Development Code 
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Revisions”, providing for a savings clause, and repealing all ordinances or parts of 
ordinances or code provisions in conflict herewith. 
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EXHIBIT A:   PZ 21-00004 (LDC) 

June 8, 2021 - Proposed Land Development Code Revisions 

Black Text: Original Staff Recommendation 

Red Text: Planning and Zoning Commission Recommendations 

Green Text: Suggested edits from Staff to clarify the Commission’s Recommendations 

 Article 2 – Zoning Districts: 

 Section Current Language Proposed Change Notes 

1a 2.2.B through 2.10.B 
Residential Zoning 
Districts, Lot and 
Building Standards 

Setbacks do not reference 
NF/OS setbacks 

Add note to B. Lot and Building Standards: Any 
setback from National Forest or Open Space zoning 
districts shall be a minimum of 20 feet (per Section 
2.24.D.(2)).  

Requirement is currently in 2.24.D(2) 
– adding this note ensures users of 
the code are aware of the setback 
requirement 

1b 2.11.B through 2.16.B 
Non-residential Zoning 
Districts, Lot and 
Building Standards 

Setbacks do not reference 
NF/OS setbacks 

Add note to B. Lot and Building Standards: Any 
setback from National Forest or Open Space zoning 
districts shall be a minimum of 10 feet (per Section 
2.24.D.(2)). 

Requirement currently in 2.24.D(2) – 
adding this note ensures users of the 
code are aware of the setback 
requirement 

2 2.24.D(9) 
Setbacks, Double-
Frontage Lots 

In the case of double-frontage 
lots, front setbacks shall be 
provided on all frontages. (See 
Figure 2-4.) 

Add the following sentence: If one of the frontages 
is along a major collector, arterial street or highway 
and the property does not take access from that 
frontage, the property line along the major 
collector, arterial street or highway shall not be 
considered a front setback.  

Current language is creating a 
situation where it could be argued 
that properties that back up to 
highways 179 or 89A or a major 
collector route would not be able to 
build a 6 foot tall fence along their 
rear property line – limited to 4 feet 
because it’s a front setback.  

 Article 3 – Use Regulations: 

 Section Current Language Proposed Change Notes 

3 3.2.E 
Table of Allowed Uses, 
Retail Sales and  
3.3.C(19)  
Use-Specific 
Standards, Commercial 
Uses. Medical 
Marijuana Dispensary; 
Medical Marijuana 
Dispensary, Off-Site 
Cultivation Location 

Only includes medical marijuana 
dispensaries 

Section 3.2.E. ADD: Recreational Marijuana 
Establishment Dual Licensee. 
 
Section 3.3.C.19. Amend as Follows: 
a.1. …shall apply to all medical marijuana 
dispensary and medical marijuana dispensary off-
site cultivation locations and dual licensee, as 
defined in Sedona City Code Section 8.60.020,... 
a.3. Medical marijuana facilities and dual licensees 
shall comply with… 

Update to be consistent with 
recreational use and clarification for 
dual licensees and limiting 
dispensaries to two within City limits. 
Added reference to SCC 8.60.020 to 
define “dual licensee” in the LDC.  
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b. …applicants for medical marijuana dispensary, 
medical marijuana dispensary off-site cultivation or 
dual licensee shall provide the following: 
c. General Standards: 
c.1. A medical marijuana dispensary, or medical 
marijuana dispensary off-site cultivation location, 
or dual licensee shall provide proper disposal of 
marijuana by products, and not to be placed within 
the facility’s exterior refuse containers. 
c.4. A medical marijuana dispensary or dual 
licensee shall have operating hours not earlier than 
8:00 a.m. and not later than 8:00 p.m. 
c.5. Medical marijuana dispensaries and dual 
licensees shall be limited to the use of dispensing 
medical or recreation marijuana and marijuana 
products and shall be prohibited from any other or 
related use including a bookstore, spa, restaurant, 
or coffee shop. 
c.6. No on-site consumption or smoking of any 
marijuana or marijuana product shall be allowed at 
any medical marijuana dispensary or dual licensee 
location. 
c.9 The number of medical marijuana dispensaries 
within the Sedona City limits, if any, shall be limited 
to no more than two. Dual licensees may only 
operate at a medical marijuana dispensary. 

4 3.2.E 
Table of Allowed Uses, 
Accessory Uses and  
3.4.D 
Additional Standards 
for Specific Accessory 
Uses and Structures 

No current provision in the Code 
for use of parking areas at 
churches and other non-
residential uses for overflow 
parking for trailheads. 

Section 3.2.E. ADD: Parking Facilities as Accessory 
with a Conditional Use Permit (CA) in residential 
districts. ADD reference to Section 3.4.D.7.  
 
Section 3.4.D. ADD a new subsection  
(7) Parking Facilities. Within residential districts, 
parking for non-residential uses may be used as 
overflow parking for trailheads, provided that the 
total number of parking spaces is not being 
increased for this purpose. 

Trailhead parking facilities are 
overflowing and parking is occurring 
in neighborhoods. Some non-
residential uses, such as churches, 
have offered to let their parking 
areas be used for additional parking, 
but there is no current provision in 
the LDC that would allow it. This 
change would allow consideration 
through a Conditional Use Permit for 
nonresidential uses in residential 
zones to provide overflow parking for 
trailheads, as long as parking areas 
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are not being expanded for that 
purpose. 

4a 3.4.D 
Additional Standards 
for Specific Accessory 
Uses and Structures 

No use-specific standards for 
approval of parking facilities in 
residential zones 

ADD the following to the new 3.4.D(7) subsection 
(see #4 above):  
In addition to any other conditions required by the 
Conditional Use Permit, Parking Facilities shall 
include: 

a. Provisions for restroom facilities 
b. A traffic control plan and signage 
c. Management of trash pickup 
d. Hours of operation 
e. Evaluation of possible implementation of 

shuttle service. 
f. Any other conditions deemed necessary to 

mitigate impacts on the residential area 

Based on public comment, the 
Planning and Zoning Commission 
recommended adding this as a 
conditionally permitted use, not a 
permitted use. This will allow each 
request to be considered on a case-
by-case basis, with a public hearing, 
public notification, and the 
opportunity for public comment. To 
clarify the purpose of the CUP 
process, staff recommends adding 
use-specific standards for uses that 
wish to provide trailhead parking.  

5 3.2.E 
Table of Allowed Uses, 
Temporary Uses. 
3.5.E(1) 
Additional Standards 
for Specific Temporary 
Uses and Structures. 

Christmas Tree and Pumpkin 
Sales not permitted in 
residential zoning districts. 

3.2.E. Table of Allowed uses. ADD as Permitted (P) 
in residential districts. 
 
3.5.E.(1): Add the following sentence: Christmas 
tree and pumpkin sales shall not be located on the 
same property as a single-family residential use. 

Christmas tree and pumpkin sales 
have traditionally taken place at 
churches in residential zones, we 
realized this year this wasn’t 
technically permitted with the way 
the code is written. Adding as an 
accessory use ensures the churches 
(primary uses) that host these sales 
can continue to do so. 

6 3.3.C(9) 
Use-Specific 
Standards, Commercial 
Uses. Mobile Food 
Vending 

Includes sunset of mobile food 
vending standards, other 
provisions that need to be 
updated based on staff’s 
experience with mobile food 
vending businesses. 

Delete: paragraph a. (the sunset clause) and re-
letter remaining paragraphs b. and c. as a. and b. 
Replace b. as follows: 
b.1. “No person shall engage in mobile food 
vending without obtaining a business license. 
Mobile food vending business license applications 
shall comply with SCC Chapter 5.05 and shall be 
accompanied by the nonrefundable business 
license fee for the first business location and for 
each additional location where the mobile food 
vendor intends to operate as listed in the city 
consolidated fee schedule. A separate license is 
required for each mobile food vending unit. 
Business license shall be available with the unit on 
site for inspection by government officials. If 
operated on public property (including City rights-

Originally adopted with a 3-year 
sunset clause. Mobile food vending 
has not resulted in significant 
complaints or code enforcement 
issues. Additional changes include 
clarification on business licenses and 
locations within parking spaces. 
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of-way), mobile food vendors shall provide proof of 
liability insurance in conjunction with their business 
license application….” 

 
b.2. No change.  
b.3. No change 
b.4. No change 
 
b.5.: “Mobile food vendors shall obey all parking 
and traffic laws. All of the mobile food vending unit 
shall fit within one parking space. No part of the 
mobile food vending shall obstruct adjacent parking 
stalls. During events, mobile food vendors may be 
restricted from parking sites with insufficient 
parking capacity”. 
 
b.6. No change 
b.7. No change 
 

7 3.3.C(22) 
Use-Specific 
Standards, Commercial 
Uses, Fleet Services. 

Currently landscaping and dense 
live plant material are allowed 
to be used for screening. 

Amend as follows: 
c. Where parking of fleet vehicles abuts a public 
right-of-way, screening shall be provided at a 
minimum height of four feet by means of a wall, 
fence, landscaping, dense live plant material, 
natural terrain features or a combination of these. 
Dense, mature landscaping may be used to satisfy 
the screening requirement with approval by the 
director, providing the screening achieves a similar 
level of screening as the previous options…  
e. Where a parking area for fleet vehicles is 
adjacent to a residentially-zoned parcel, the 
following apply: 
1. Screening by means of a wall or fence or dense 
live plant material shall be provided at a height of 
six feet adjacent to the rear and side setback areas 
and three feet adjacent to front setback areas of 
the abutting parcel. Dense, mature landscaping 
may be used to satisfy the screening requirement 
with approval by the director, providing the 

Using vegetation for screening has 
generally not worked very well since 
newly-planted vegetation is typically 
not mature enough to provide 
sufficient screening. The proposed 
change would still allow for the use 
of vegetation in some circumstances 
(e.g. existing, mature trees) on a 
case-by case basis. See also items: #8, 
11, 16, 17 
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screening achieves a similar level of screening as 
the previous options…  
 

8 3.3.C(26)  
Use-Specific 
Standards, Commercial 
Uses, Vehicle Sales and 
Leasing 

See #7 above Amend as follows:  
a. Where an area of outside display abuts a public 
right-of-way, screening shall be provided at a 
minimum height of four feet by means of a wall, 
fence, landscaping, dense live plant material, 
natural terrain features or a combination of these. 
Dense, mature landscaping may be used to satisfy 
the screening requirement with approval by the 
director, providing the screening achieves a similar 
level of screening as the previous options…  
c. Where an area of outside display is adjacent to a 
residentially-zoned parcel, the following apply: 
 1. Screening by means of a wall or fence or dense 
live plant material shall be provided at a height of 
six feet adjacent to the rear and side setback areas 
and three feet adjacent to front setback areas of 
the abutting parcel. Dense, mature landscaping 
may be used to satisfy the screening requirement 
with approval by the director, providing the 
screening achieves a similar level of screening as 
the previous options…”  
 

See #7 above. 

9 3.4.D(2)c.2.iv 
Urban Agriculture, 
Standards for Keeping 
of Chickens, Chicken 
Coop Standards. 

Chicken coops can be no higher 
than six feet in height. 

Amend as follows: 
iv. “The coop height shall not exceed six feet in 
height within the side or rear setback areas and 
shall not exceed eight feet in height outside the 
setback areas”. 
 

Height requirements should be less 
restrictive if the coop is outside the 
side and rear setbacks. 

10 3.4.D(4)c 
Home Occupation, 
Operations 

 c.5. ADD: 
All parking associated with the home occupation 
shall be on the property or within the property 
frontage. No person shall, as part of a home 
occupation activity, park, or cause or allow to be 
parked, a motor vehicle that is visible from a street 
or adjacent property unless such vehicle is parked 
upon a driveway on the property that is surfaced 
with asphaltic concrete, pavement bricks, cement 

Clarification that parking associated 
with a Home Occupation is to be on 
the property. Also include 
clarification regarding business 
license requirements and hours of 
operation. 
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concrete, or a material that is paved, compacted, or 
chemically stabilized to prevent fugitive particulate 
matter; provided, however, parking on grass or turf 
areas shall not be allowed in any circumstance. 
 
ADD New item c.8. 
A business license from the City shall be obtained, 
as per Chapter 5.05 of the City Code. 
 
ADD New item c.9. 
Hours of operation shall be limited to no earlier 
than 7 am and no later than 10 pm for any activity 
which is visible or audible off the property. 

11 3.4.D(5)b.3 
Outside Storage, 
Accessory, Mobile 
homes, Trailers, and 
Recreational Vehicles. 

No timeframe given for 
temporary RV parking on-site. 
Currently landscaping and dense 
live plant material are allowed 
to be used for screening. 

Amend as follows: 
3. All boats, trailers, motor homes, travel trailers, 
recreational vehicles, and buses shall be kept in 
reasonable repair and operable and neatly 
arranged in a parked condition, and with the 
exception of loading or unloading, shall be 
screened from adjacent properties and streets by a 
wall or fence or dense vegetation at least six feet in 
height and 100 percent opaque, subject to the 
limitations of fence and wall heights in Section 
5.6.E. Dense, mature landscaping may be used to 
satisfy the screening requirement with approval by 
the director, providing the screening achieves a 
similar level of screening as the previous options.  
4. For loading or unloading, such vehicles may be 
parked on a driveway or street for no longer than 
48 consecutive hours during loading and unloading 
only.  

Clarify timeframes for RVs to be 
parked/not stored on site. Using 
vegetation for screening has 
generally not worked very well since 
newly-planted vegetation is typically 
not mature enough to provide 
sufficient screening. The proposed 
change would still allow for the use 
of vegetation in some circumstances 
(e.g. existing, mature trees) on a 
case-by case basis. 

12 3.4.D(5)c 
Outside Storage, 
Accessory, All 
Residential Zoning 
Districts. 

Screening of trash containers is 
not addressed. 

ADD the following as a second sentence and 
number the current sentence as 1.: 
2. Solid waste and recycling containers are 
considered outside storage except when set out for 
collection per City Code Section 8.05.080.A.  

Recent City Code changes regarding 
screening of trash containers has 
caused staff to review the location 
and screening requirements. Based 
on feedback from citizens, staff 
believes that the most desirable 
direction for this issue is to consider 
trash containers as outside storage 
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with the same location and screening 
requirements. 

13 3.5.E(4)a.1 
Temporary Uses and 
Structures, Additional 
Standards for Specific 
Temporary Uses and 
Structures, Special 
Event Frequency and 
Duration. 

Allows for a maximum of ten 
special events per calendar year, 
but does not provide for any 
time period between those 
events on a given lot or parcel. 

Amend as follows: 
Each lot or parcel is allowed a maximum of 10 
separate events per calendar year, each lasting a 
maximum of three days. At least 10 days must 
elapse between the end of one event and the 
beginning of the next on each lot or parcel. 

Concerns over continuous back-to 
back special events has prompted 
taking another look at event 
frequency and duration. Recommend 
at least a ten-day period between 
events on each lot or parcel. 

 Article 5 – Development Standards: 

 Section Current Language Proposed Change Notes 

14 5.5.E(1)c 
Parking Alternatives, 
Credits, and 
Adjustments, Uptown 
In-Lieu Fee 

Refers to Resolution No. 2020-
08 and Ordinance No. 2020-02 

Update to Resolution No. 2020-17 and Ordinance 
No. 2020-05 

Update Resolution and Ordinance 
numbers. 

15 5.5.E(2)c.1.i.c 
Parking Alternatives, 
Credits and 
Adjustments, Parking 
Agreement Required 

 Add the following new item “c.”  
An accompanying site plan depicting the exact 
location and number of shared parking spaces. 

Provides a very important 
clarification.  

16 5.6.D(3)b 
Screening; Loading, 
Service and Refuse 
Areas. 

See #7 above. 3.b. Amend as Follows: 
In cases when loading, service, and refuse areas are 
visible from a public open space, public trail, public 
street, or adjacent property, the loading, service, 
and refuse areas shall be screened from view by a 
solid wall or fence a minimum of eight feet in 
height that incorporates at least one of the primary 
materials and colors of the nearest wall of the 
primary building (but excluding unfinished CMU 
block) or a vegetative screen planted along the full 
length of the area to be screened and a minimum 
of eight feet in height at the time of planting. 
Dense, mature landscaping may be used to satisfy 
the screening requirement with approval by the 
director, providing the screening achieves a similar 
level of screening as the previous options. (See 
Figure 5-7). 

See #7 above. 
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17 5.6.D(4)a and b 
Screening; Outdoor 
Storage 

See #7 above. 4.a. and b. Amend as follows: 
a. Outdoor storage areas that are adjacent to a 
residential zoning district, a lot containing a 
residential use in a mixed-use zoning district, public 
open space, public trail, or public street, shall be 
screened from view by a vegetative screen or by a 
solid wall or fence. Dense, mature landscaping may 
be used to satisfy the screening requirement with 
approval by the director, providing the screening 
achieves a similar level of screening as the previous 
options.  
b. The walls or fence or vegetative screen shall be a 
minimum of six feet in height, but in any event the 
walls or fence or vegetative screen shall be higher 
than the screened outdoor storage and 100% 
opaque.” 
 

See #7 above. 

18 5.6.E(3)c 
Fences and Walls, 
Height and Location, 
Corner Lots. First 
sentence. 

Code is silent on fence height in 
exterior side yards from the 
front of primary structure to the 
front setback 

Amend as follows: 
In single-family residential districts, walls and 
fences located in exterior (street) side setback 
areas between the front of a primary structure to 
the rear property line, shall not exceed six feet in 
height, and shall not exceed four feet in height 
between the front of a primary structure and the 
front property line.” 
 

Clarify that fences within exterior 
side setbacks on corner lots cannot 
exceed a height of four feet in front 
of the house. (shall comply with 
height limitations applicable to front 
setback area walls)  

19 5.6.E(7)a.3 
Fences and Walls, 
Materials and Design, 
Compatible Design. 

There is no requirement for 
posts and rails on picket fences 
to face the interior of the lot. 

ADD: the following new item 3. Posts and rails on 
solid wood fences shall face the interior of the lot 
when the fence faces a public street. 
 

Recommend that posts and rails on 
picket fences face the interior of the 
lot when the fence faces a public 
street. 
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20 5.6.E(7)c 
Fences and Walls, 
Materials and Design, 
Articulation and 
Alignment 

Doesn’t apply to walls in rear 
setbacks that are visible from 
the selected locations.  

Delete the following: Portions of walls or fences 
that exceed four feet in height and are within the 
exterior side setback area and face any public 
street right-of-way, public open space, or public 
trail shall incorporate the following features to 
break up the massing…  
 
(7)c.2. First sentence: Amend to read: 
…, if the wall or fence exceeds 40 feet in length, 
architectural features that provide visual breaks, 
such as trees, columns or vertical pilasters, changes 
in wall alignment, or terracing of walls shall be 
provided a minimum of every 40 feet. 

Apply the same standards for fences 
regardless of which setback they’re in 
if they’re facing a public right-of way 
or street. 
This is to address instances where a 
fence taller than four feet may be 
allowed in a rear setback facing a 
major collector or arterial street or 
highway or a front setback in RS-35 
or 70. Will also allow for use of a tree 
(existing or new) as an option for 
providing a visual break.  

21 5.6.E(8)d and d.1 
Fences and Walls, 
Retaining Walls, Fence 
or Wall on top of 
Retaining Wall. 

For retaining walls under six feet 
in height, the combined height 
of the retaining wall and a fence 
on top of the retaining wall is 
only limited by the height of the 
fence on the high side of finish 
grade. This also needs 
clarification. 

Amend as follows: 
If a free-standing wall or fence is required or 
proposed on top of a retaining wall that is six feet 
or more in height, then the following shall apply:  
1.The combined height of a solid, free-standing 
fence or wall on top of a retaining wall shall not 
exceed eight feet when measured from the low 
side of the finish grade and shall not exceed the 
height limit for fences when measured from the 
high side of the finish grade. A solid freestanding 
wall or fence shall be no more than three feet six 
inches in height. 

Need clarification on retaining wall 
height vs. fence height within 
setbacks (i.e. on the unretained side), 
the fence can be higher than a 
regular fence that is not retaining 
anything. Also recommend a 
combined height limit of eight feet 
which is also consistent with 
retaining wall heights before 
terracing is required. 
 
 

22 5.7.F(2)a 
Building Design, 
Building Form, Building 
Massing:  
1.ii.c. – Single-family 
Residential 
2.ii.c. – Multifamily 
Residential, and 
3.iii – Commercial. 

Does not specify width. ADD the following: 
…a minimum width and depth of six feet…  
 

Clarification.  
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23 5.7.F.(2)c.5.iii 
Building Design, 
Building Form, Building 
Articulation, 
Transparency. 

No allowance for continuous 
glass walls longer than 20 feet. 

ADD the following sentence: 
Storefront-type glass walls shall not extend in a 
continuous unbroken façade longer than 20 feet. 
The Director may waive this requirement if the 
design of the site and/or building provides a break 
in the visual appearance of the façade  

The Code does not make an 
allowance for a continuous, 
unbroken glass wall longer than 20 
feet even though the design of a 
building itself may create the desired 
break. For example, the intent of this 
section could be met by the wall 
being recessed under an oversized 
overhang, posts and railings in the 
foreground, or landscaping between 
a wall and the street. 

 Article 6 – Signs: 

 Section Current Language Proposed Change Notes 

24 6.9.C(2)e.6 
Drive Thru Board Signs 

A maximum of one sign per 
drive thru restaurant is 
permitted. 

Delete “Restaurant” There are other types of drive-thrus 

 Article 8 – Administration and Procedures: 

 Section Current Language Proposed Change Notes 

25 8.6.B(3)g.4.ii.c, g.,h. 
Rezoning to Planned 
Development District, 
PD Plan Amendments, 
minor amendments 

Criteria for defining a PD 
amendment as a minor 
amendment includes that the 
gross square footage of non-
residential building area shall 
not be increased by more than 
10%. 

Add the following: 
c. The gross square footage of non-residential 
building area shall not be increased by more than 
10 percent or 2,000 square feet, whichever is less. 
g. No prior minor amendments have been 
approved. 
h. The number of lodging units shall not be 
changed. 

There is a need to provide better 
defined parameters over what 
constitutes a minor amendment. 
Place a square footage limit on non-
residential expansion, clarify that 
adding lodging units is not a minor 
amendment, limit the number of 
times a PD minor amendment may 
be considered. 

26 Section 8.8.B(5) 
Minor Modification, 
Approval Criteria 

Says “Variance” Instead of 
“Minor Modification” 

Change “variance” to “minor modification” 
throughout this subsection 

Typographical error 
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 Article 9 – Definitions: 

 Section Current Language Proposed Change Notes 

27 9.3  
Terms of 
Measurement – Fence 
Height 

LDC currently does not specify 
how fence height is measured. 

ADD the following: 
Height, Fence. 
Fence height is measured as the vertical distance 
from the average elevation of the finish grade 
within six feet of the base of the fence to the top of 
the fence exclusive of any filling, berming, 
mounding or landscaping done for the purpose of 
locating the fence. 

Clarify how fence height is measured 
and that additional berming for 
purposes of increasing the fence 
height is not permitted. 

28 9.4.C 
Commercial Use 
Definitions,  
Lodging, High Density 

High Density lodging does not 
include the more recent 
language that was added to low 
and medium density lodging 
definitions. 

Lodging, High Density 
Revise the first sentence as follows:  
A building, or portion of a building containing or 
buildings consisting of seven or more units offered 
for transient lodging accommodations at a daily 
rate and that meets the standards in Section 
3.3.C(14)c 
 
Revise the third sentence as follows: 
This use includes hotels, motels, timeshares, 
boarding house, bed and breakfast, cottages, 
bungalows and similar lodging, but does not include 
foster homes, sheltered care homes, nursing 
homes, or primary health care facilities 

These changes are to be consistent 
with changes made to low and 
medium density lodging definitions.  

29 9.4.C 
Commercial Use 
Definitions, Retail 
Sales –  
Dual Licensee 

Only includes medical marijuana 
dispensaries. 

ADD the following: 
Dual Licensee 
Dual licensee means an entity that holds both a 
non-profit medical marijuana dispensary 
registration and a marijuana establishment license. 

Update to be consistent with 
recreational use and clarification for 
dual licenses and limiting 
dispensaries to two within City limits. 

30 9.9 
Other Defined Terms – 
Kitchenette 

 Kitchenette 
Amend as follows:  
A space where food is cooked or prepared that 
contains only a sink and a refrigerator, and does 
not include a gas connection, built-in stove or, 
oven, or any other built-in appliances, or an electric 
outlet for 220 voltage. 

Need to amend based on new 110 
appliances. 
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31 9.9  
Other Defined Terms –  
Inoperable Vehicle 

There is no definition for 
inoperable vehicle in the Code. 

ADD the following new term: 
Inoperable Vehicle 
A vehicle which exhibits one or more of the 
following conditions: physically incapable of 
operation, wrecked or partially dismantled or with 
broken windows, on jacks, blocks or similar 
equipment, abandoned, unable to be legally and 
safely operated, deflated tires, or from which the 
chassis, engine, wheels or tires have been removed. 
 
CHANGE: Inoperable cars to inoperable vehicles in 
Sections 3.3.C(23), (24), (25), (27) 

The term inoperable car is used in the 
Code and there are at least a couple 
references to vehicles needing to be 
operable, but no definition is given. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2021-__ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEDONA, ARIZONA, 
ESTABLISHING AS A PUBLIC RECORD “EXHIBIT A -  JUNE 8, 2021 – PROPOSED LAND 

DEVELOPMENT CODE REVISIONS”. 
 
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEDONA, ARIZONA: 
 

That “Exhibit A, June 8, 2021 – Proposed Land Development Code Revisions”, is hereby 
declared to be a public record to be incorporated by reference in Ordinance No. 2021- __.  
 

At least one (1) paper copy and one (1) electronic copy of these public documents shall 
be kept in the office of the City Clerk for public use and inspection. 
  

APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Council of the City of Sedona, Arizona, 
this 8th day of June, 2021. 
 
 
      ____________________________________ 
      Sandra J. Moriarty, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
__________________________________ 
Susan L. Irvine, CMC, City Clerk 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
__________________________________ 
Kurt W. Christianson, City Attorney 
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ORDINANCE NO. 2021-__ 
 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE OF THE CITY OF SEDONA, ARIZONA, AMENDING THE LAND 
DEVELOPMENT CODE (LDC), ADOPTING BY REFERENCE THAT DOCUMENT KNOWN 
AS “EXHIBIT A – JUNE 8, 2021 PROPOSED LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE REVISIONS”; 

PROVIDING FOR A SAVINGS CLAUSE AND REPEALING  ALL ORDINANCES OR PARTS 
OF ORDINANCES OR CODE PROVISIONS IN CONFLICT HEREWITH.   

 
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEDONA, 
ARIZONA AS FOLLOWS: 
Section 1. Adoption 
 The document known as “Exhibit A - June 8, 2021 - Proposed Land Development Code 
Revisions”, which was declared to be a public record established by Resolution No. 2021-__, is 
referred to, adopted to amend the Land Development Code, and made a part of this ordinance 
as if fully set out. 
Section 2.  Savings Clause 
 If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or portion of this Ordinance is, for 
any reason, held to be invalid or unconstitutional by the decision of any court of competent 
jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remainder of this Ordinance. 
Section 3. Repeal 
 All other Code provisions, ordinances, parts of ordinances in conflict with the provisions 
of this ordinance, are hereby repealed to the extent of such conflict as of the effective date 
hereof. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Council of the City of Sedona, Arizona, this 
8th day of June, 2021. 
 
 
       ____________________________________ 
       Sandra J. Moriarty, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
__________________________________ 
Susan L. Irvine, CMC, City Clerk 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
__________________________________ 
Kurt W. Christianson, City Attorney 
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EXHIBIT D
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Methodist Church Parking Issues Affecting Lower Chapel – What is Needed:  
 
Issue: 
 

 Too many cars at church that are blocking other cars in 
 Cars stacked up waiting for a spot on the road and in the parking lot 
 Tourist loitering, tailgating, picnicking in the parking lot after hiking…. not moving on 
 U-Turns in in the neighborhood 
 RVs parking in lot and on access road – Class A,B,C RVs taking up too much space and 

moving cars into the neighborhood 
 Illegal campers between church and little horse 
 Parking beyond the access road in the gravel turnouts (where the old airport cross was) 
 People cutting through the forest to get to Little Horse leaving trash and feces 
 No access to toilets – only 1 at little horse and 1 at cathedral for 1000s of tourists, they 

are urinating and defecating in the forest and neighborhoods.  They are knocking on 
resident’s doors asking to use the toilet 

 Cars parking on both sides of the road in Indian Cliffs, Shirley and entering Cougar 
 Cars parking in front of fire hydrants, mail boxes, driveways, stop signs 
 Tourists lined up using the rented porta potties for homes under construction 
 Obstruction of Indian cliffs and Shirley drive so no emergency vehicles can get through 
 Most issue occur because the church is not monitoring their property 

 
 
Needs: 
 

 Church, City and Police must MONITOR THIS PROPERTY TO AVOID ISSUES 
 Church needs to monitor their lot, improve flow and keep cars from waiting 
 Parkers must use legal parking spaces and not parallel park and block others in – Signage 

needed 
 Provide access to dumpster and rent porta potties – keep trash and feces out of forest 

and neighboring yards.  Rent two porta potties and put behind the church dumpster 
wall 

 No RVs should be allowed – find another larger church lot for that – NO RV signage  
 No loitering, tailgating or picnicing – move on when finished hiking – Part of signage 
 Limit hours of operation to 7 – 5 with 4 hour max parking time – Part of signage 
 Need NO FOREST ACCESS, TOW ZONE ENFORCED, NO PARKING ON PAVEMENT signs, 

LED SIGN for Indian Cliffs Cougar Drive, Fawn Drive, Fawn Spur and Lynx Drive.  These 
streets are seeing illegal parking and tourists entering the forest at backs of these roads 

 Do not allow access to upper lot, temporary rope off dirt access road, do not allow 
parking in the gravel pull outs.  Ensure signage for tourist to not enter the forest through 
the back of the church – NO FOREST ENTRY 
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 Only allow forest entry to Little Horse on the foot path on 179 
 No U-Turns in neighborhood 
 Church needs to respect the closets neighbors who are 500 feet from their commercial 

parking lot.   
 Trulia court should not be the place for continual U-Turns or the two closest neighbors 
 Need rapid response from Police when there are issues.  Use of the “Rapid Citation 

Machine” 
 Do not let cars wait, stand on Indian Cliffs for a parking place at the church 
 Keep all cars out of Indian Cliffs – Resident Only signage 
 If Churches charge fees, ensure cars won’t just park for free in the neighborhood instead 
 There is illegal camping in the forest between the church and little horse – ensure Forest 

services keeps them out.   
 There is illegal over night parking going on at the church.  They need security camera 

and police to stop overnight parking – this needs to be on the signage. 
 Remove the Lynx trail head connector from the Sedona Go Plan or this mess will 

continue in the Chapel 
 Consider relationship with other churches for over flow parking and RV parking 

 
 
What has worked: 
 

 Citations 
 Police presence 
 Large orange Electronic No Parking sign 
 No parking on pavement signs blinker cone signs 
 Boulders in the ROW 
 Chains across driveways 
 Private Property owners No Parking Signs 
 Electronic sign stating the Trail Head lot is full 

 
 
Future Considerations: 
 

 Shuttle service 
 Resident only neighborhood permits 
 Remove Lower Chapel from Sedona Go Plan this will make the situation much worse 

when the Lynx trail head connector opens.  We are already getting many parkers 
entering the forest at the back of Lynx, Fawn and Cougar.  These are on gps sites 
already.  If it is in the GO PLAN it will be a disaster.  
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Hello.....My name is Patti Kane and live with my husband, who is totally Blind, at 101 Indian Cliffs Rd.  
We also have a home in the Voc and have paid taxes since 1989 and love Sedona. I am a AZ licensed Real 
Estate Broker since 1995 and have owned and operated my own business and thought I'd seen it all in 
the field of Residential Homes and Land, laws governing, Planning and Zoning and Special Use Permits.  
Until now.... We purchased this Dream-retirement home, after 3 years of searching, for the ultimate 
criteria, with intentions of never having to move again.   

The home was perfect for our needs, right across the street from a beautiful church and in a 
Residentially Zoned Neighborhood of beautiful homes that should hold their resale values for many 
years to come.  Even though we are right on Hwy 179, we have back and side porches and windows we 
could open, to enjoy the fresh air and peace and quiet. My studio faces the church with Garden Doors 
that open for light and fresh air.  For 2 whole months we did really enjoy it, until it all came crashing 
down.   

Suddenly and without notice to the neighbors, the Church opened up their lot to Hikers and Bikers, 
anyone who wanted to park there, at any hour, anytime. No signs were posted, no one monitored the 
activity and EPIC Mayham followed. Up to 35 cars a day, were making U-Turns a day in our concrete 
driveway, and several cars a weekend, would entirely block the small exit I have from my drive.  I 
contacted Pastor Fred who told me that it was only because of the Pandemic and all the funds from the 
donation box were going to the Red Rock Hikers Association.  The box read 1/2 to the church, 1/2 half 
to the Hikers fund. He told me, that the previous owner, Ralph Blankenship, was a member of his church 
and was aware and approved this activity and if I didn't like it I should not have bought this house.  
Period...Zip. 

Pastor Fred did not care that we were getting extreme deisal fumes from Big Trucks and lots of RV's, 
LOUD mufflers, garbage all over our frontage, Dog Manure that I had to pick-up daily, and Yes people 
urinating through my South Gate, not to mention those who went behind my garage and left their poop 
and toilet paper to blow down the arroyo.  And then there were the groups, rudely pounding on our 
rear door, unmasked, asking to use our restroom in our home, because the Church does not provide 
restrooms. . Others sat on our steps, in the shade, devouring McDonalds and Wendy’s Burger, and 
cramming the bags thru the fence.  When I asked people to get off my property, or let me out of my 
driveway, most replied, Shut Up Old Lady, complete with profanities I have not even heard in my 70 
years.  The gate broke, my driveway is destroyed and I have estimates of over 500.00 to repair. I have 
to pay for this????  I was forced to pay for and install, Expensive Live Ring Security Cameras, all around 
my South side, just to have some sanity and peace. Also had to have a metal rope gate, even though I 
have signage, just to keep the cars our of my driveway.  I called the police many times, they were 
extremely cooperative, but I didn't have a chance unless I could catch them in the act.   

Both of the church's driveway's ( I+E)  converge directly to our driveway  so the traffic levels, foot 
traffic, bicycles travelling at great speeds, loud mufflers, RV's trying to make U-turns, lines of cars just 
waiting to get the next available open spot, Dog's barking in parked cars and their owners have gone 
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hiking, the skreeching brakes and loud horns, when people are trying to cross the round-a-bout, and the 
church was never there for 5 long months to even monitor anything, ever..... My blind husband was 
standing in our driveway and almost got hit by one of those Big ATV RAZORS, and a bicyclist damn near 
knocked me over at my MailBox.  Unfortunately she fell and trashed herself. I had an appointment for 
a Epidural shot in my back, and California lady had my driveway completely blocked. Again, I called the 
Police but by the time they turned the corner, she spotted them and left.  I missed my appointment 
and had to wait another 3 weeks for a new one. THAT WAS IT .I got in contact with Warren Campbell, 
who worked for the City, and he began his research. HE KEPT IN CONTACT WITH ME, INFORMED ME 
THAT THE CHURCH WAS VIOLATING IT'S CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT AND THEY WOULD TALK TO THE 
MIGHTY PASTOR FRED.  THAT WAS IN END OF NOVEMBER.  

By this time we had experienced Overnight RV Parking, what appeared to be Drug Deals going on at 4:00 
a.m., 2 times, and No Cooperation from the Church, on any level.  Even though the city posted police at 
the Back Of Beyond Exit, it still had absolutely no change to our side of 179. Then there were the Tour 
Buses, who randomly took up too many spaces in the lot, dumping off large groups of people who 
continued to litter and cause major Traffic jams, all over 179, all the way to to Village. When will 
someone get killed and who is responsible for that????  The church does not monitor, the church takes 
NO Responsibilty , they have absolutely NO CLUE WHATS GOING ON OR SEEM TO CARE ABOUT THE 
DESCRUCTION OF THE THE TAX PAYING  NEIGHBORS AND OUR RIGHTS AS CITIZENS TO HAVE 
EMERGENCY MEDICAL INGRESS AND ENJOY PEACE AND KEEPING OUR RESALE VALUES STABLE.  
Perhaps they just need to collect some money, due to their failing congregation. What is their MO? 

The changing of Zoning is not going to CHANGE anything, as far as my neighbors tell me.  The church 
would have to close their driveway on Indian Cliffs and re locate it on to 179.  They would have to not 
allow access to their upper parking lot for sure again, they would be back on the street with cars 
awaiting new openings in the already full lot.  They would have to have signs on the Hwy, indicating lot 
is FULL, they would have to have restrooms, of at least the same quality, as other TrailHead Lots, that 
are maintained on a daily basis.  The neighbors do not want to look at a row of porta potties in their 
lot, but have it located on the south side, obstructing Highway viewing from Tourists, who would stop 
there even though they would not be parking for the Trail Head, and obstructing view from any part 
of Indian Cliffs Rd. They would have to add to their number of dumpsters and number of times per 
week that Patriot Disposal removes it.  Currently it gets overflowed and blows all over the place into 
our yards. Full time city and Church and Police Monitoring every traffic issue. Including No U-Turns, 
No Parking at all on Residential Streets.  They would have to monitor and stop the tons of people 
who publicaly urinate behind the Big Pine on the corner of their building and camp overnight.  

During last Wednesdays meeting the City did not clearly explain to the average person, what the City 
and Church’s intentions are. We thought that the contig lots within 500 feet of the Church, would be 
given an option to stop this, as is with AZ State Statues governing laws. I am asking for your help, your 
person clarification, and a few minutes of your time, as you come highly recommended by a few of my 
neighbor’s.  Everyone here heard something different, has their own opinion, and I need the 
professional one only.  I have already spent 6 days writing letters with 4 other IC Residents, have 
petitions in place going out for live signatures today and tomorrow, but absolutely need to speak with 

Page 73



you to clarify, exactly what is going down here.  Please feel free to call me anytime you get a minute, 
and not send me to a link to read.  I would appreciate your call as would the other Residents of Indian 
Cliffs.  My number is 928-240-0460 We don’t want to waste anyone’s time if we are going in the wrong 
direction with this subject. We Need Your Help, .your prompt return call would be deeply appreciated.  
The residents are totally enjoying life now that the lot is closed.  We can walk our Dogs, Exercise 
ourselves, enjoy the peace and quiet and all that we should be entitled to with our current zoning.                        

       Thank you kindly, 

 

Patti Kane and the Indian Cliffs Residents.  
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Hello...My name is Robert Beauchamp and I live at 101 Indian Cliffs Road, directly across from the 
Methodist church.  I'm writing in regard to the proposed LDC change in use zoning. I am totally blind 
and have been since 1982.  My wife and I purchased this home in Sept 2020, even though it was on the 
Noisey and now dangerous Hwy 179. which I have no intentions of crossing, ever.  We did not care 
about the 179 traffic, as we have outside patios on the North, South and East sides of our house.  We 
bought it knowing nobody could built to the South, as the then Quiet and Peaceful Church was no more 
than a empty parking lot.  We did our fudiciary duty checking both the church's zoning and ours. I had 
a entire subdivion to walk-around daily with ease and confidence.  For the past 40 years, we have 
resided in areas that had only County Zoning and Jurisdiction, little or no-police presence and no 
Educated and Elected Governing Body to protect our life, safety and investment. In our final redtirement 
home, with this quiet city street....we had it made, but only for 2 months. 

First, I want to Thank the City of Sedona for closing the Lot. I have been given back, my freedom, my 
property rights and my sanity and am ever so grateful.  We now have NO Traffic Problems, NO illegal 
Parking and U-turns in our driveway and Nobody knocking on our door demanding to use our restroom 
for 5 long months.    The quality of life and safety of Indian cliffs has again returned to our residents.  
We can enjoy what once was, and why we all live here.  I know that you are receiving 2 other packages 
(packets) from us, so no need for me to go on about the over 95% of our residents, who we could reach 
on short-notice, who have signed a petition totally against the LDC change.  

Providing meaningful  access to inviduals with disibilites in a crowed city with inaccessible roads is not 
an easy task that lends itself to simple or singular solutions.  The ADA and  current Residental Zoning 
and Precedent support the implementation of that zoning, ensures individuals with vision-related 
disabilities in that we can walk and travel within the Residential Pedestrian grid in a safe, timely and 
integrated manner. In March I was 20' inside my driveway watering my bushes and alsmost got gunned 
down by one of those Giant Hummer/Trucks, who was making a U-turn in my driveway.  I had to throw 
myself to the side but did not get injured. In the past 5 months I could no longer even consider leaving 
my driveway on foot, with or without assistance from others. No more Independent living for me 

In considering this LDC change we know that the church is unique and common land, this Change or 
Variance must and can not change the nature of the neighborhood or cause undue hardship to it's 
residents. The city of Sedona and P+Z should consider the needs of qualified individuals with disabilites.  
I am not the only resident of IC, that is visually impaired. In the meeting it was made public to us that 
our streets can not have parking and excess travel, as they are not wide enough.  We must consider 
the access for Emergency Vechicles.  If the lot is re-opened the city/church will heighten the safety 
risks for all. Their only I+Egress , is on a residental street.   Who is responsible if someone is killed or 
dies, should this lot become public? WHO WILL MONITOR THE LOT ACTIVITY? We no longer need Police 
Presence.  IT'S CLOSED NOW, BY ORDER OF THE CITY OF SEDONA. Please.. lets'.keep it that way.   

        Sincerely,  Robert L. Beauchamp 
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This letter is to voice my concern over the proposed change to zoning to allow fee-parking (for tourists 
and hikers) at area churches here in Sedona.  As a homeowner, I do not feel this will solve the problem.  
This will just create more traffic back-ups on residential streets in our neighborhoods, and pose a safety 
issue for pedestrians. If cars start lining up more on our residential streets, 179 and 89A  than they do 
now, emergency vehicles such as fire trucks and ambulances will not able to get through when needed!  

 

A sign was just put at entrance to my street that says “PARKING PROHIBITED ON PAVED ROADS BEYOND 
THIS POINT.”  This seems to alleviate some of the problem.  I feel that more signs will help; it is a 
struggle right now for some residents to even turn into the street to get to their own homes. 

 

Also, as far as parking for hikers coming from out of town, perhaps the City of Sedona and the Forest 
Service should also consider working together to expand parking at the trailheads. 

 

Respectfully yours, 

 

John Mabry 

45 Talia Ct 

Sedona AZ 
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CITY COUNCIL 
AGENDA BILL  

AB 2646  
June 8, 2021 

Regular Business 
 

Agenda Item: 8b 
Proposed Action & Subject: Discussion/possible direction/action regarding proposed 
State legislation and State budget and its potential impact on the City of Sedona. 

 

Department Legal 

Time to Present 
Total Time for Item  

10 Minutes 
15 Minutes 

Other Council Meetings January 26, 2021, February 9, 2021, February 23, 2021, 
March 9, 2021, March 23, 2021, April 13, 2021, April 27, 2021, 
May 11, 2021, May 25, 2021 

Exhibits  None 

City Attorney 
Approval Reviewed 6-1-21 KWC 

 Expenditure Required  

$ 0 

City Manager’s 
Recommendation None. 

Amount Budgeted  

$ 0 
Account No. 
(Description) 

N/A 

Finance 
Approval 

 

SUMMARY STATEMENT 

Background: During the course of the State Legislative Session, many bills are introduced 
that have a potential impact on the City of Sedona. The League of Arizona Cities and Towns 
and City staff routinely monitor bills of interest as they progress through the legislative process. 
This item is scheduled to provide a summary update on relevant bills and the proposed State 
budget, to answer questions that the City Council may have regarding any individual bill or the 
budget, and to consider the need for the City Council to take a formal position in support or 
opposition of any particular bill. 
Community Plan Consistent: Yes - No - Not Applicable 
Board/Commission Recommendation: Applicable - Not Applicable 
Alternative(s):  
MOTION 

I move to: for informational purposes only unless there is a preference to take a position on 
a particular issue. 
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CITY COUNCIL 
AGENDA BILL  

AB 2571  
June 8, 2021 

Regular Business 
 

Agenda Item: 8c 

Proposed Action & Subject: Discussion/possible direction regarding issues surrounding 
the COVID-19 pandemic and the City's response. 

 

Department City Manager 

Time to Present 
Total Time for Item  

10 minutes 
15 minutes 

Other Council Meetings March 24, 2020, April 14, 2020, April 28, 2020, May 12, 2020, 
May 26, 2020, June 9, 2020, June 23, 2020, July 14, 2020, 
July 28, 2020, August 11, 2020, September 8, 2020, 
September 22, 2020, October 13, 2020, October 27, 2020, 
November 10, 2020, November 24, 2020, December 9, 2020, 
January 12, 2021, January 26, 2021, February 9, 2021, 
February 23, 2021, March 9, 2021, March 23, 2021, April 13, 
2021, April 27, 2021, May 11, 2021, May 25, 2021 

Exhibits  None 

City Attorney 
Approval Reviewed 6-1-21 KWC 

 Expenditure Required  

$ 0 

City Manager’s 
Recommendation 

For discussion and 
possible direction only. 

Amount Budgeted  

$ 0 
Account No. 
(Description) 

N/A 

Finance 
Approval 

 

SUMMARY STATEMENT 

Background: This item was added to ensure opportunity to discuss the latest updates with 
the COVID-19 pandemic and the City’s response. 
The City continues regular communication with state and county health departments, hospitals, 
other healthcare providers, emergency responders, emergency managers, and policy experts.  
City staff continues to evaluate how the economic slowdown will impact City finances. Staff will 
be prepared to discuss the latest revenue data and forecasts. 

During the meeting staff will present up to date information on COVID-19 related data, 
regulatory changes, and news on city finances.  

Community Plan Consistent: Yes - No - Not Applicable 
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Board/Commission Recommendation: Applicable - Not Applicable 
Alternative(s):  N/A
MOTION 

I move to:  for discussion and possible direction only. 

Page 128


	1a 2021-06-08 (R)
	3a 2021-05-25 (R) Minutes
	3b 2021-05-26 (S) Minutes
	3c AB 2688 PD AB Undercover Plates
	4a AB 2684 CC AB P&Z Appointments
	4a AB 2684 CC Exh A P&Z Apps

	4b AB 2687 CC AB PSPRS Appointments
	4b AB 2687CC Exh A PSPRS Apps

	8a AB 2679 CD AB LDC Revisions
	8a AB 2679 CD Exh A LDC Revisions
	8a AB 2679 CD Exh B LDC Resolution
	8a AB 2679 CD Exh C LDC Ordinance
	8a AB 2679 CD Exh D LDC Comments
	8a AB 2679 CD Exh E P&Z Minutes 2021-05-04

	8b AB 2646 CA AB State Legislation Update
	8c AB 2571 CM AB COVID-19 Issues & Response



